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METHODS AND APPARATUS FOR INTELLIGENT CRAWLING 



ON THE WORLD WIDE WEB 



Field of the Invention 

The present invention is related to large scale resource discovery and, more 
5 particularly, to methods and apparatus for performing large scale collection of web pages 

from the world wide web. 

Background of the Invention 

The world wide web (or "web") has seen a rapid explosion of information in the 

10 past few years. The rapid growth and dynamic nature of the web makes it important to be 

able to perform resource discovery effectively off the web. Consequently, several new 
techniques have been proposed in recent years. Among them, a key idea is focused on 
"crawling" which is a resource discovery technique allowing large relevant portions of 
the world wide web to be quickly searched without having to explore all web pages. 

15 A "crawler" is a software program which can perform large scale collection of 

web pages from the world wide web by fetching web pages in a structured fashion. A 
crawler functions by first starting at a given web page; transferring it from a remote 
server using, for example, HTTP (HyperText Transfer Protocol); then analyzing the links 
inside the file and transferring those documents recursively. 

20 This invention addresses the problem of intelhgent resource discovery on the 

world wide web. In recent years, the problem of performing effective resource discovery 
by focused crawling and searching has received considerable attention, see, e.g., S. 
Chakrabarti et al, "Focused Crawling: A new approach to topic-specific resource 
discovery," Computer Networks, 31:1623-1640, 1999; and S. Chakrabarti et al., 

25 "Distributed Hypertext Resource Discovery Through Examples," VLDB Conference, pp. 

375-386, 1999. One approach on focused crawling proposes the discovery of resources 
by using the simple model that pages linking from a particular topic are likely to point to 
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the same topic. Thus, the crawler is forced to stay focused on specific topics while 
performing the resource discovery on the web. The idea of the focused crawler as 
proposed in the above-referenced S. Chakrabarti et al. article, "Focused Crawling: A new 
approach to topic-specific resource discovery/' is to only recover a small percentage of 
5 the documents on the world wide web which are topic specific. 

Furthermore, the crawler may be used only in the context of a hypertext classifier 
(pre-trained with some data; which also requires resource discovery). Provision of such 
trained hierarchical classifiers which are well representative of the web resource structure 
is not always possible from a practical perspective. The crawling technique is highly 

10 sensitive to the nature and specificity of the classes in the hypertext classifier, and the 

quality of the hierarchy used. If the classes are too specific, the crawler stalls; if the 
classes are too broad, the crawler diffuses away. Often, administrator guidance is needed 
in order to prevent such difficulties. The intelligence and quality of crawling may be 
hidden in the nature of the initial hierarchical trained classes provided, and the skill of the 

15 administrator in a process which may require hours. Furthermore, users are often likely 

to want to provide arbitrary predicates in order to perform resource discovery. These 
arbitrary predicates could be simple keywords (as in search engines where pre-crawled 
data is stored); topical searches using hypertext classifiers (as in focused crawUng); 
document similarity queries; topical linkage queries; or any combination of the above. 

20 The only restriction is that the predicate should be efficiently computable. 

The focused crawling approach is a somewhat simple model where it is assumed 
that the web has specific a linkage structure in which pages on a specific topic are likely 
to link to the same topic. Considerable input is required firom the system in terms of 
training data, classification hierarchy, starting points and administrator support. This 

25 may not always be possible in many systems. 
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Summary of the Invention 

The present invention provides methods and apparatus for performing intelligent 
crawling. Particularly, the intelligent crawling techniques of the invention provide a 
crawler mechanism which is capable of learning as it crawls in order to focus the search 
5 for documents on the information network being explored, e.g., world wide web. This 

crawler mechanism stores information about the crawled documents as it retrieves the 
documents, and then uses the information to further focus its search appropriately. The 
inventive techniques result in the crawling of a small percentage of the documents on the 
world wide web. 

10 In one aspect of an intelligent crawling methodology of the present invention, a 

computer-based method of performing document retrieval in accordance with an 
information network (e.g., world wide web) comprises the steps of: retrieving one or 
more documents (e.g., web pages) from the information network that satisfy a 
user-defined predicate; collecting statistical information about the one or more retrieved 

15 documents as the one or more retrieved documents are analyzed; and using the collected 

statistical information to automatically determine further document retrieval operations. 

In further aspects of the invention, the user-defined predicate may specify content 
associated with a document. The statistical information collection step may use content 
of the one or more retrieved documents. The statistical information collection step may 

20 consider whether the user-defined predicate has been satisfied by the one or more 

retrieved documents. The collected statistical information may be used to direct further 
document retrieval operations toward documents which are more likely to satisfy the 
predicate. Further, the collected statistical information may be used to direct further 
document retrieval operations toward documents which are similar to the one or more 

25 retrieved documents that also satisfy the predicate. Still further, the collected statistical 

information may be used to direct further document retrieval operations toward 
documents which are linked to by other documents which also satisfy the predicate. In 
the case where the information network is the worid wide web and a document is a web 
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page, the statistical information collection step may use one or more uniform resource 
locator (URL) tokens in the one or more retrieved web pages. 

These and other objects, features and advantages of the present invention will 
become apparent from the following detailed description of illustrative embodiments 
5 thereof, which is to be read in connection with the accompanying drawings. 

Brief Description of the Drawing s 

FIG. 1 is a block diagram illustrating a hardware implementation suitable for 
employing intelligent web crawling methodologies according to an embodiment of the 
present invention; 

10 FIG. 2 is a flow diagram illustrating an overall process for intelligent web 

crawling according to an embodiment of the present invention; 

FIG. 3 is a flow diagram illustrating a procedure for updating aggregate statistical 
information according to an embodiment of the present invention; 

FIG. 4 is a flow diagram illustrating a procedure for updating predicate-specific 
15 word counts according to an embodiment of the present invention; 

FIGs. 5 A and 5B are flow diagrams illustrating a procedure for computing priority 
values for different candidate URLs using predicate-specific and aggregate statistics 
according to an embodiment of the present invention; and 

FIG, 6 is a flow diagram illustrating a procedure for tokenizing a URL according 
20 to an embodiment of the present invention. 

Detailed Description of Preferred Embodiments 

The present invention provides a more interesting and significantly more general 
alternative to conventional crawling techniques. As is evident fi*om the teachings herein, 
no specific model for web hnkage structure is assumed in intelligent crawling according 
25 to the invention. Rather, the crawler gradually learns the hnkage structure statistically as 

it progresses. By linkage structure, we refer to the fact that there is a certain relationship 
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between the content of a web page and the candidates that it hnks to. For example, a web 
page containing the word "Edmund Guide" is likely to link to web pages on automobile 
dealers. In general, Unkage structixre refers to the relationship between the various 
features of a web page such as content, tokens in Universal Resource Locators (URL), 
5 etc. Further, in general, it is preferred that the linkage structure be predicate-dependent. 

An intelligent crawler according to the invention learns about the linking structure during 
the crawl and find the most relevant pages. Initially, the crawler behavior is as random as 
a general crawler but it then gradually starts auto-focusing as it encounters documents 
which satisfy the predicate, A certain level of supervision in terms of documents which 
10 satisfy the predicate may be preferred since it would be very helpful in speeding up the 

process (especially for very specific predicates), but is not essential for the fi-amework of 
the invention. This predicate may be a decision predicate or a quantitative predicate 
which assigns a certain level of priority to the search. 

The intelligent crawler of the invention may preferably be implemented as a graph 
15 search algorithm which works by treating web pages as nodes and links as edges. The 

crawler keeps track of the nodes which it has already visited, and for each node, it decides 
the priority in which it visits based on its understanding of which nodes is hkely to satisfy 
the predicate. Thus, at each point the crawler maintains candidate nodes which it is likely 
to crawl and keeps re-adjusting the priority of these nodes as its information about 
20 Unkage structure increases. 

In order to facilitate the description of the invention, we define some terminology 
which will be used throughout the description of the invention: 

URL: This is also referred to as a Universal Resource Locator. It provides the 
web addresses fi-om which the pages are to be transferred. An example of a Universal 
25 Resource Locator is http://web.mit.edu. 

Predicate: These are the conditions which are imposed on web pages in order to 
crawl them. An example of a predicate is a web page which contains both the words 
"mountain" and "skiing." 
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In order to create an effective statistical model which models linkage structure, we 
are looking for specific features in the web page which makes it more Ukely that the page 
is likely to link to a given topic. These features may include but are not restricted to: 

(1) The content of the web pages which are known to link to the candidate URL 
5 (the set of words). 

(2) Whether the web pages which link to the candidate URL also link to other 
URLs which satisfy the predicate (a hub). 

(3) URL tokens from the candidate URL, e.g., if we are looking for skiing web 
pages, the word "ski" in the URL is highly suggestive. For this purpose, we also provide 

10 feature extraction mechanisms from the tokens inside the candidate URL. In general, 

URL names of web pages contain highly relevant information, since web page and server 
names are usually not chosen randomly. 

(4) Geographical location of the candidate URL. For example, web pages on civil 
war veterans will probably always be located in the United States. 

15 In general, the importance of any of the above kinds of features may be predicate 

dependent. It is the crawler's job to leam this and find it out. It is expected that at the 
end of the process, the crawler is able to report a satisfactory resource of web pages 
which are on topic. 

The model input is a set of features, and the output is a priority order which 
20 determines how the URLs are to be visited. The statistical model of the invention 

maintains a dynamically updated set of statistical information which it has learned during 
the crawl and a set of features in the given web page, and computes a priority order for 
that web page. The following detailed description illustrates the construction and 
operation of a crawler mechanism which uses the order associated with a web page to be 
25 able to crawl a large fraction of the world wide web by using focused techniques. 

FIG. 1 is a block diagram illustrating a hardware implementation suitable for 
employing intelligent web crawling methodologies according to an embodiment of the 
present invention. As illustrated, an exemplary system comprises a computer system 10 



YOR920000430US1 



6 



(e.g., a client device) coupled, via a large network 20, to a plurality of server computer 
systems 30-1, . . ., 30-N. It is to be understood that the plurality of servers 30-1, 
30-N comprise the information sources that the chent seeks to explore. The computer 
system 10 may comprise a central processing unit (CPU) 12, coupled to a disk 14, a main 
5 memory 16 and a crawler mechanism 18. Also, while not expressly shown, the system 

10 may include input devices (e.g., keyboard, mouse) and output devices (display 
monitor, printer) for respectively entering data and viewing data associated with the 
methodologies described herein. The main memory 16 may also comprise a cache in 
order to speed up calculations. It is assumed that computer system 10 can interact with 
10 one or more of the servers 30-1, . . ., 30-N over the large network 20. It is to be 

appreciated that the network 20 may be a pubUc information network such as, for 
example, the Internet or world wide web, however, the client and servers may 
altematively be connected via a private network, a local area network, or some other 
suitable network. 

15 As previously mentioned, the present invention provides a crawler 18 which is 

able to grab web pages off the web which correspond to specific predicates. The crawler 
18, as shown in FIG. 1, operates under the control of the CPU 10 and in conjxmction with 
the disk 14 and main memory 16. It is to be appreciated that, in accordance with this 
illustrative embodiment, the disk 14 may hold the database of web pages which have 

20 already been obtained off the world wide web. The CPU 12 performs the computations 

necessary to make decisions on the web pages which should be downloaded off the world 
wide web. In addition, the main memory 16 preferably has the ability to cache 
documents and intermediate resuhs. Details of these and other operations will be 
described below, 

25 In one preferred embodiment, software components including instructions or code 

for performing the intelligent crawling methodologies of the invention, as described 
herein, may be stored in one or more memory devices described above with respect to the 
computer system 10 and, when ready to be utilized, loaded in part or in whole and 
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executed by the CPU 12. Thus, while the intelligent crawler is illustrated as a separate 
functional block 18 in FIG. 1, it is to be appreciated that the crawler preferably comprises 
software instructions or code executing on a computer system (i.e., under control of the 
CPU and in accordance with the memory and input/output components). Of course, the 
5 crawler may be implemented in software, hardware and/or combinations thereof Also, 

the computer system may be any processing device capable of executing the 
methodologies described herein, e.g., personal computer, mini-computer, 
micro-computer, etc. Likewise, the servers shown in FIG. 1 may have similar processing 
capabilities. 

10 FIG. 2 is a flow diagram illustrating an overall process for intelligent web 

crawling according to an embodiment of the present invention. This is the overall 
process which may be implemented by the computer system 10 shown in FIG. 1. As will 
be evident, the intelligent crawling method shown in FIG. 2 recursively crawls the URL 
pages and maintains two sets of statistical information: (1) aggregate statistical 

15 information; and (2) predicate-specific statistical information. These two sets of 

information may be used in order to effectively find the web pages which are most related 
to a given predicate. The aggregate statistical information is maintained on all the 
retrieved web pages. This aggregate information is updated every time a web page is 
retrieved. The predicate-specific information is updated every time a web page belonging 

20 to a given predicate is retrieved. The aggregate information is likely to be different from 

the predicate-specific information. This difference is used to determine which of the 
URL documents are more likely than others to belong to the predicate. The input to the 
method of FIG. 2 is a list of URLs from which the crawl starts. In addition, a predicate 
which is used to focus and control the crawl is input. These inputs may be provided by a 

25 user. 

The process begins at block 200. In step 210, the method initiahzes the list of 
URL documents (List) to a starting list (StartList). Typically, this starting list of 
candidate URL documents should be chosen in a way so as to have very high 
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reachability. For example, a web page such as www.yahoo.com or www.netscape.com 
has very high reachability in terms of the number of web pages which can be reached 
from it. In step 220, the first URL on this hst is picked. This URL is deleted from the Ust 
in step 225. We shall henceforth refer to this URL along with the corresponding 
5 document by the label X. This URL X is then retrieved from the world wide web using 

either HTTP or the File Transfer Protocol (FTP). In step 230, the retrieved document X 
is parsed in order to find the URL outhnks (i.e., embedded URLs in document X linking 
document X to other documents on the web) in the document X. These outhnks are 
added to List in step 250. By adding the outlinks to List, the method is ensuring that in 

10 later iterations, these URL links will be crawled recursively. 

Next, in step 260, the aggregate statistical information is updated using the 
information from the crawled URLs, In step 270, the method determines if the retrieved 
document X satisfies the predicate. If so, the document is added to the output list of 
documents (step 280), and the predicate-specific statistical information is updated (step 

15 290). After this, in either case (whether or not X satisfies the predicate), the priorities for 

all the URLs on the candidate hst are recalculated in step 300. A detailed description of 
how this is achieved will be provided in FIG. 5. In step 310, these recalculated priorities 
are used to re-order the candidate list. In step 320, the method checks if the candidate Hst 
is empty. If so, then the output list is reported (step 330) and the process terminated 

20 (block 340). Otherwise, the method returns to step 220 to pick the first URL from List 

and repeats the process. 

FIG. 3 is a flow diagram illustrating a procedure for updating aggregate statistical 
information according to an embodiment of the present invention. The process shown in 
FIG. 3 corresponds to step 260 in FIG. 2. The aggregate statistical information contains 

25 two kinds of information: 

(1) The number of times each word has occurred during the entire process of 
crawling. 
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(2) The number of times that each token in any URL has occurred during the 
entire process of crawhng. 

Both of these pieces of information are updated by the process of FIG. 3 which 
begins at block 350. The first piece of information is updated in step 360, wherein the 
5 aggregate word counts are updated with the word counts for the document X. For 

example, if the word "ski" occurs 5 times in document X, then the aggregate word count 
for the word "ski" is incremented by 5. This process is repeated for all the words in 
document X. Next, in step 370, the URL for that particular document is tokenized. The 
idea of "tokenizing" a URL is as follows. For example, consider a URL called 

10 "http://www.skiresorts.com," then the possible tokens from the URL could be "www," 

"skiresorts," and "com." The process of tokenization is explained in detail in FIG. 6. In 
the next phase, as shown in FIG. 3, the aggregate token counts for each possible token are 
updated in the same way as the word counts for each of the possible words are updated. 
This is done in step 380. The process ends at block 390. 

15 Just as aggregate information is maintained for all the documents which have been 

crawled so far, the intelligent crawling methodology of the invention also maintains the 
information for the subset of web pages which satisfy a given predicate, i.e., the 
predicate-specific statistical information. FIG. 4 is a flow diagram illustrating a 
procedure for updating predicate-specific information according to an embodiment of the 

20 present invention. The process shown in FIG. 4 corresponds to step 290 in FIG. 2. The 

process for performing this operation is exactly the same as the process discussed above 
in the context of FIG. 3 (thus FIG. 4 is very similar to FIG. 3), except that in this case, the 
updating is only performed for those web pages which satisfy the predicate. Thus, this 
second set of data is predicate-specific, and is likely to have significant statistical 

25 differences with the data obtained in accordance with the process of FIG. 3. 

Thus, the process starts at block 400. In step 410, the method updates the 
predicate-specific word counts with the word counts of the document X. In step 420, the 
method tokenizes the URL for document X. Then, in step 420, the predicate-specific 
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URL token counts are updated with the tokens in document X. The process ends at block 
440. 

Turning now FIGs. 5A and 5B are flow diagrams illustrating a procedure for 
computing priority values for different candidate URLs using predicate- specific and 
5 aggregate statistics according to an embodiment of the present invention. These 

processes shown in FIGs. 5A and 5B correspond to step 300 in FIG. 2. 

The overall iterative looping procedure is illustrated in FIG. 5B. The process 
begins at block 570. The DO LOOP represented by blocks 574 (start loop), 578 
(calculate priority value) and 582 (end loop) is performed for each candidate URL on the 

10 URL hst. The priority values for all the different candidate URLs are calculated one by 

one (step 578). The expansion of step 578 for a particular candidate URL (e.g., URL Y) 
is illustrated in FIG. 5A. The process ends at block 586. 

Referring now to FIG. 5A, the priority calculation operation begins at block 500. 
In step 510, the set of words W which have a higher representation in predicate-specific 

15 statistics than in aggregate statistics is determined. Next, in step 520, the percentage q of 

words in W contained in all documents already crawled which link (point) to Y is 
determined. The higher this percentage, the greater the priority of a candidate URL, 
because it indicates that the candidate URL is linked to by web pages which have words 
which often occur in web pages which satisfy the predicate. In step 530, the set U of 

20 URL tokens which have a higher representation in predicate-specific statistics than in 

aggregate statistics is determined. In step 540, the method finds r which represents the 
percentage of tokens in set U contained in the tokenized representation of the URL string 
for Y. In step 550, the priority value for the candidate URL string for Y is reported as the 
sum of q and r. The process ends at block 560. 

25 FIG. 6 is a flow diagram illustrating a procedure for tokenizing a URL according 

to an embodiment of the present invention. The process shown in FIG. 6 corresponds to 
step 370 in FIG. 3 and step 420 in FIG. 4. Specifically, FIG. 6 shows how to tokenize the 
URLs for the different candidates. In order to do so, the method needs to be able to 
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effectively parse the string structure for a given URL. For an example, consider the URL 
string "http://web.mit.edu/orc/home.html." The process begins at block 600. In step 610, 
the method removes the string "http://" from the URL string. For the particular example 
described above, this results in the string "web.mit,edu/orc/home.htmL" In step 620, 

5 each occurrence of and V in the string is replaced by a blank (' '). For the above 

example, this resuUs in the string "web mit edu ore home html." In step 630, tokens from 
the string are removed using the blank as a separator. Thus, the tokens in this case would 
be web, mit, edu, ore, home and html. The tokens represent the output of the operation 
(step 640). The process ends at block 650. 

10 Accordingly, as described in detail above, the present invention provides an 

intelligent crawling system which is capable of leaming as it crawls in order to focus the 
search for documents on the world wide web. This system stores the information about 
the crawled documents as it retrieves the documents, and it uses the information to fiirther 
focus its search appropriately. This results in the crawling of a small percentage of the 

1 5 documents on the world wide web . 

Although illustrative embodiments of the present invention have been described 
herein with reference to the accompanying drawings, it is to be understood that the 
invention is not limited to those precise embodiments, and that various other changes and 
modifications may be affected therein by one skilled in the art without departing from the 

20 scope or spirit of the invention. 
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Claims 

What is claimed is: 

1. A computer-based method of performing document retrieval in accordance 
with an information network, the method comprising the steps of: 

5 retrieving one or more documents from the information network that satisfy a 

user-defmed predicate; 

collecting statistical information about the one or more retrieved documents as the 
one or more retrieved documents are analyzed; and 

using the collected statistical information to automatically determine farther 
1 0 document retrieval operations, 

2. The method of claim 1, wherein the user-defmed predicate specifies content 
associated with a document. 

3. The method of claim 1, wherein the statistical information collection step uses 
content of the one or more retrieved documents. 

15 4. The method of claim 1, wherein the statistical information collection step 

considers whether the user-defined predicate has been satisfied by the one or more 
retrieved documents. 

5. The method of claim 1, wherein the collected statistical information is used to 
direct further document retrieval operations toward documents which are more likely to 

20 satisfy the predicate. 

6, The method of claim 1, wherein the collected statistical information is used to 
direct further document retrieval operations toward documents which are similar to the 
one or more retrieved documents that also satisfy the predicate. 



YOR920000430US1 



13 



7. The method of claim 1, wherein the collected statistical information is used to 
direct further document retrieval operations toward documents which are linked to by 
other documents which also satisfy the predicate. 

8. The method of claim 1, wherein the information network is the world wide 
5 web and a document is a web page. 

9. The method of claim 8, wherein the statistical information collection step uses 
one or more uniform resource locator tokens in the one or more retrieved web pages. 

10. Apparatus for performing document retrieval in accordance with an 
information network, the apparatus comprising: 

10 at least one processor operative to: (i) retrieve one or more documents from the 

information network that satisfy a user-defmed predicate; (ii) collect statistical 
information about the one or more retrieved documents as the one or more retrieved 
documents are analyzed; and (iii) use the collected statistical information to automatically 
determine further document retrieval operations. 

15 11. The apparatus of claim 10, wherein the user-defined predicate specifies 

content associated with a document. 

12. The apparatus of claim 10, wherein the statistical information collection 
operation uses content of the one or more retrieved documents. 

13. The apparatus of claim 10, wherein the statistical information collection 
20 operation considers whether the user-defined predicate has been satisfied by the one or 

more retrieved documents. 
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14. The apparatus of claim 10, wherein the collected statistical information is 
used to direct further document retrieval operations toward documents which are more 
Ukely to satisfy the predicate. 

15. The apparatus of claim 10, wherein the collected statistical information is 
5 used to direct further document retrieval operations toward documents which are similar 

to the one or more retrieved documents that also satisfy the predicate. 

16. The apparatus of claim 10, wherein the collected statistical information is 
used to direct further document retrieval operations toward documents which are linked 
to by other documents which also satisfy the predicate. 

10 17. The apparatus of claim 10, wherein the information network is the world 

wide web and a document is a web page. 

18. The apparatus of claim 17, wherein the statistical information collection 
operation uses one or more uniform resource locator tokens in the one or more retrieved 
web pages. 

15 19. An article of manufacture for performing document retrieval in accordance 

with an information network, comprising a machine readable medium containing one or 
more programs which when executed implement the steps of: 

retrieving one or more documents from the information network that satisfy a 
user-defined predicate; 

20 collecting statistical information about the one or more retrieved documents as the 

one or more retrieved documents are analyzed; and 
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using the collected statistical information to automatically determine further 
document retrieval operations. 

20. The article of claim 19, wherein the user-defmed predicate specifies content 
associated with a document. 

21. The article of claim 19, wherein the statistical information collection step 
uses content of the one or more retrieved documents. 

22. The article of claim 19, wherein the statistical information collection step 
considers whether the user-defined predicate has been satisfied by the one or more 
retrieved documents. 

23. The article of claim 19, wherein the collected statistical information is used to 
direct further document retrieval operations toward documents which are more likely to 
satisfy the predicate. 

24. The article of claim 19, wherein the collected statistical information is used to 
direct further document retrieval operations toward documents which are similar to the 
one or more retrieved documents that also satisfy the predicate. 

25. The article of claim 19, wherein the collected statistical information is used to 
direct further document retrieval operations toward documents which are linked to by 
other documents which also satisfy the predicate. 

26. The article of claim 19, wherein the information network is the world wide 
web and a document is a web page. 
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27. The article of claim 26, wherein the statistical information collection step 
uses one or more uniform resource locator tokens in the one or more retrieved web pages. 
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METHODS AND APPARATUS FOR INTELLIGENT CRAWLING 



ON THE WORLD WIDE WEB 



Abstract of the Disclosure 

Methods and apparatus for performing intelligent crawling are provided. 
5 Particularly, the intelligent crawhng techniques of the invention provide a crawler 

mechanism which is capable of learning as it crawls in order to focus the search for 
documents on the information network being explored, e.g., world wide web. This 
crawler mechanism stores information about the crawled documents as it retrieves the 
documents, and then uses the information to further focus its search appropriately. The 
10 inventive techniques result in the crawling of a small percentage of the documents on the 

world wide web, 
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Attorney Docket No. YOR920000430US1 

DECLARATION 



AS A BELOW NAMED INVENTOR, I hereby declare that: 

My residence, post office address and citizenship are as stated next to my name. 

I believe that I am the original, first and sole {if only one name is listed below), or an original, first and joint inventor {if plural 
names are listed below), of the subject matter which is claimed and for which a patent is sought on the invention entitled: 
TITLE: METHODS AND APPARATUS FOR INTELLIGENT CRAWLING ON THE WORLD WIDE WEB 

the specification of which is attached hereto or indicates an attorney docket no. YOR920000430USL or: 

□ was filed in the U.S. Patent & Trademark Office on and assigned Serial No. , 

□ and (if applicable) was amended on . 

T hereby state that I have reviewed and understand the contents of the above-identified specification, including the claims, 
as amended by any amendment referred to above. I acknowledge the duty to disclose information which is material to patentability 
and to the examination of this application in accordance with Title 37, Code of Federal Regulations §L56. I hereby claim foreign 
priority benefits under Titie 35, U.S. Code §119(a)-(d) or §365(b) of any foreign application(s) for patent or inventor's certificate, 
or §365(a) of any PCX international application which designated at least one country other than the United States, or § 1 19(e) of any 
United States provisional application's), listed below and have also identified below any foreign applications for patent or inventor' s 
certificate having a filing date before that of the application on which priority is claimed: 

Priority Claimed : 

^Yes [ ] No[ ] 

{Application Number) {Country) {Day/Month/Year filed) 

H Yes [ ] No[ ] 

{A^lication Number) {Country) {Day/Month/Year filed) 

^ " I hereby claim the benefit under Title 35, U,S. Code §120, of any United States application(s), or §365(c), of any PCT 
Intdmational application designating the United States, listed below and, insofar as the subject matter of each of the claims of this 
application is not disclosed in the prior United States or PCT International applications(s) in the manner provided by the first 
paragraph of Title 35, U.S. Code §1 12, 1 acknowledge the duty to disclose information material to patentability as defined in Titie 
37y NZ;ode of Federal Regulations §1.56 which became available between the filing date of the prior application and the national or 
PCT international filing date of this application: 



{A^lication Serial Number) {Filing Date) {STATUS: patented, pending, abandoned) 



{Application Serial Number) {Filing Date) {STATUS: patented, pending, abandoned) 

I hereby appoint the following attorneys: MANNY W. SCHECTER, Reg No. 3 1 ,722; LAUREN C. BRUZZONE, Reg. No. 3 5,082; CHRISTOPHER 
A. HUGHES, Reg. No. 26,914; EDWARD A. PENNINGTON, Reg No. 32,588; JOHN E. HOEL, Reg No. 26,279; JOSEPH C. REDMOND, Jr., Reg No. 
1 8,753 ; DOUGLAS W, CAMERON, Reg. No. 3 1 ,596; STEPHEN C. KAUFMAN, Reg No. 29,55 1 ; MARIAN UNDERWEISER, Reg. No. 46, 1 34; WAYNE 
L. ELLENBOGEN, Reg. No. 43,602; ROBERT M. TREPP, Reg. No. 25,933; LOUIS P. HERZBERG, Reg. No. 41,500; LOUIS J, PERCELLO, Reg. No. 
33,206; PAUL J. OTTERSTEDT, Reg, No. 37,411; DANIEL P. MORRIS, Reg. No. 32,053; and DAVID M, SHOFI, Reg. No, 39,835; each of them of 
INTERNATIONAL BUSINESS MACHINES CORPORATION, Thomas J, Watson Research Center, P.O. Box 218, Yorktown Heights, New York 10598; to 
prosecute this application and to transact all business in the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office connected therewith and with any divisional, continuation, 
continuation-in-part, reissue or re-examination application, with full power of appointment and with full power to substitute an associate attomey or agent, and 
to receive all patents which may issue thereon, and request that all correspondence be addressed to: 

William E. Lewis 

RYAN, MASON & LEWIS, LLP 

90 Forest Avenue 

Locust Valley, NY 11560 

Tel.: (516)759-2946 
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I HEREBY DECLARE that all statements made herein of my own knowledge are true and that all statements made on information 
and belief are believed to be true; and further that these statements were made with the knowledge that willful false statements and 
the like so made are punishable by fine or imprisonment, or both, under §1001 of Title 18 U.S. Code and that such willful false 
statements may jeopardize the validity of the application or any patent issued thereon. 



FULL NAME OF FIRST OR SOLE INVENTOR: Cham C. Aggarwal Citizenship Mia 

Inventor's signature: ^Ju^ ^LL ^lt^ ...ur'tiX^ Date: — i^/ So j 3^0OX> 

Residence & Post Office address: 22 1 9 Crompond R6^^ 

Yorktown Heights, New York 10598 



FULL NAME OF SECOND JOINT INVENTOR: Philip Shi-Lung Yu 



Citizenship 



U.S.A. 



Inventor's signature: J 
Residence (& Post Office address 



'MA 



18 Stomowaye // 



Chappaqua, New York 1051 




Date: tP/^S/l^ 
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